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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

San Francisco Venue 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 

) 

vs. ) PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT 

) 

) Docket No.: 0971 3:14CR00196-001 CRB 

KWOK CHEUNG CHOW ) 

a/k/a Raymond Chow, ) 

a/k/a Ha Jai, 
a/k/a Shrimpboy 


Prepared for: The Honorable Charles R. Breyer 

Senior United States District Judge 

Prepared by: Jill Polish Spitalieri 

U.S. Probation Officer Specialist 
San Francisco, CA 
Work: (415) 436-7473 
Fax: (415)581-7418 
jill_polish_spitalieri@canp.uscourts.gov 


Assistant U.S. Attorneys 

William Frentzen, Damali A. Taylor, S. 

Waqar Hasib, and Susan Badger • 

450 Golden Gate Avenue 

San Francisco, CA 94102 
415-436-6959 

william. frentzen@usdoj .gov 
damali.taylor@usdoj.gov 
waqar.hasib@usdoj .gov 
susan.badger@usdoj .gov 


Defense Counsels 

J. Tony Serra, Curtis L Briggs, and Tyler 
Rogers Smith (Retained) 

506 Broadway Street 

San Francisco, CA 94133 

(415) 986-5591 

sbrown@pier51aw.com 

curt.briggs@briggslawsanfrancisco.com 

smithtyler42@gmail. com 


Sentence Date: March 23, 2016 10:00 AM 


Offense: Count 1 : 

Conspiracy to Conduct Affairs of an Enterprise Through a Pattern of 
Racketeering Activity 
18 U.S.C. § 1962(d) 

Life imprisonment/$250,000 fine 
(Class A Felony) 


Date Report Prepared: February 17, 2016 


Date Report Disclosed: 
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Count 2 : 

Murder In Aid of Racketeering 
18U.S.C. § 1959(a)(1) 

Life imprisonment/$250,000 fine 
(Class A Felony) 

Count 3 : 

Conspiracy to Commit Murder in Aid of Racketeering 
18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(5) 

Not more than 10 years imprisonment/$250,000 fine 
(Class C Felony) 

Counts 4-133. 139-162 : 

Money Laundering 
18 U.S.C. § 1956 

Not more than 20 years imprisonment/$500,000 fine 
(Class C Felony) 

Counts 134-138 : 

Conspiracy 
18 U.S.C. §371 

Not more than 5 years imprisonment/$250,000 fine 
(Class D Felony) 

Release Status: In continuous federal custody since March 26, 2014. 

Detainers: Immigration and Customs Enforcement, A3 5708 1 86 

Codefendants: George Nieh - 0971 3: 14CR001 96-3, Pending Sentencing 

Keith Jackson -0971 3: 14CR00 196-4, Pending Sentencing 

Kevin Siu - 0971 3:14CR00196-5, Pending Sentencing 

Alan Chiu - 0971 3:14CR00196-6, Pending Sentencing 

Kongphet Joe Chanthavong - 0971 3:14CR00196-7, Pending Sentencing 

Michael Xiao Cheng Mei - 0971 3:14CR00196-8, Pending Trial 

Brandon Jamelle Jackson - 0971 3:14CR00196-9, Pending Sentencing 

Marlon Sullivan -0971 3:14CR00196-10, Pending Sentencing 

Rinn Roeun -0971 3:14CR00196-11, Pending Trial 

Andy Li - 0971 3:14CR00196-12, Pending Sentencing 

Leslie W Yun - 0971 3: 14CR00196-13, Pending Sentencing 

Yat Wah Pau - 0971 3:14CR00196-14, Pending Sentencing 

Jane Miao Xhen Liang - 0971 3:14CR00196-15, Pending Trial 

Tina Yao Gui Liang - 0971 3:14CR00196-16, Pending Trial 

Bryan Tilton - 0971 3:14CR00196-17, Pending Trial 

Huan Ming Ma - 0971 3:14CR00196-18, Pending Trial 

Hon Keung So - 0971 3:14CR00196-19, Pending Trial 

Norge Ronald Mastrangelo - 0971 3:14CR00196-20, Pending Sentencing 
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Albert Chithasone Nhingsavath - 0971 3:14CR00196-21, Pending 
Sentencing 

Serge Gee - 0971 3: 14CR001 96-22, Pending Trial 
Xiu Ying Ling Liang - 0971 3:14CR00196-23, Pending Trial 
Gary Kwong Yiu Chen - 0971 3:14CR00196-24, Pending Trial 
Anthony John Lai - 0971 3:14CR00196-25, Pending Trial 
Tong Zhao Zhang - 0971 3:14CR00196-26, Pending Trial 
Zhanghao Wu - 0971 3: 14CR00 196-27, Pending Trial 
Barry House - 0971 3: 14CR00 196-28, Pending Trial 
Wilson Sy Lim - 0971 3:14CR00196-29, Dismissed 

Related Cases: None. 
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Identifying Data: 

Date of Birth: 
Age: 

Race: 

Hispanic Origin: 
Sex: 

SSN#: 

FBI#: 

USM#: 

State ID#: 

ICE#: 

PACTS#: 


December 31, 1959 
56 

Asian 

Non-Hispanic origin 
Male 

563-43-5980 

274166T2 

27822-054 

CA06199612 

A3 5708 186 

384568 



Education: 
Dependents: 
Citizenship: 
Immigration Status: 
Country of Birth: 
Place of Birth: 


No HS Diploma 
None 

Citizen of Another Country 
Permanent Resident 
Hong Kong SAR 
China, People's Republic of 


Legal Address: 991 Carol in a St 

San Francisco, California, 
Residence Address: 991 Carolina St 

San Francisco, California 

Alias(es): Zero, 

Solvey, Michael Jeffrey 
Chow, Kwok C 
Har, Jai 

Chow, Raymond 
Jai, Ha 
Shrimp Boy 


Alternate IDs: Police Number: SFPD: 337114 


Restrictions on Use and Redisclosure of Presentence Investigation Report Disclosure of this presentence investigation report 
to the Federal Bureau of Prisons and redisclosure by the Bureau of Prisons is authorized by the United States District Court 
solely to assist administering the offender’s prison sentence (i.e., classification, designation, programming, sentence calculation, 
pre-release planning, escape apprehension, prison disturbance response, sentence commutation, or pardon) and other limited 
purposes, including deportation proceedings and federal investigations directly related to terrorist activities. If this presentence 
investigation report is redisclosed by the Federal Bureau of Prisons upon completion of its sentence administration function, the 
report must be returned to the Federal Bureau of Prisons or destroyed. It is the policy of the federal judiciary and the Department 
of Justice that further redisclosure of the presentence investigation report is prohibited without the consent of the sentencing 
judge. 
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PART A. THE OFFENSE 

Chargetsl and Convictionls) 

1. On April 3, 2014, a 50 count Indictment was filed in the Northern District of California, 
charging the defendant Kwok Cheung Chow, aka “Raymond Chow,” “Hai Jai,” and 
“Shrimpboy”; George Nieh, aka “Heng Nieh”; Keith Jackson; Kevin Siu, aka “Dragon 
Tin Loong Siu”; Alan Chiu, aka “Alan Shiu”; Kongphet Chanthavong, aka “Joe,” and 
'Fat Joe 3 ; Xiao Cheng Mei, aka “Michael Mei”; Brandon Jamelle Jackson; Marlon 
Darrell Sullivan; Rinn Roeun; Andy Li, aka “Andy Man Lai Li”; Leslie Yun, aka “Leslie 
Yuncheung”; Yat Wa Pau, aka “James Pau”; Jane Miao Xhen Liang; Tina Yao Gui 
Liang; Bryan Tilton; Huan Ming Ma, aka “Ming Ma,” and “Baak Ban”; Hon Keung So, 
aka “Hon So”; Norge Mastrangelo; Albert Nhingsavath; Serge Gee; Xiu Ying Ling 
Liang, aka “Elaine Liang”; Gary Kwong Yiu Chen, aka “Gary Chen,” “Jimmy,” and 
“David”; Anthony John Lai, aka “AJ”; Tong Zao Zhang; Zhanghao Wu, aka “Jason”; 
Barry Blackwell House, aka “Barry Black”; and Wilson Sy Lim, aka “Dr. Lim.” 

2. The following charges were contained in the Indictment: Counts 1 through 4, 7, 20 
through 23, 28 through 31, and 33 through 36 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1956(a)(3)(A) 
- Money Laundering (Count 1: Kevin Siu; Count 2: George Nieh; Count 3: Kwok 
Cheung Chow and George Nieh; Count 4: Kwok Cheung Chow and Alan Chiu; Count 
7: Kwok Cheung Chow, George Nieh, James Pau, and Leslie Yun; Counts 20 through 
23: Andy Li, Albert Nhingsavath, Norge Mastrangelo; Counts 28 through 31: Kwok 
Cheung Chow, George Nieh, Elaine Liang, Serge Gee; and Counts 33 through 36: Gary 
Chen, Serge Gee, Anthony Lai, and Elaine Liang); Counts 5, 9, 32, and 38 - a violation 
of 21 U.S.C. § 846 - Narcotics Conspiracy (Count 5: George Nieh and Kongphet 
Chanthavong; Count 9: Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and Marlon Sullivan; Count 32: 
Andy Li and Kongphet Chanthavong; and Count 38: Tina Liang and Bryan Tilton); 
Counts 6, 8, 26, and 50 — a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 - Conspiracy (Count 6: Kwok 

heung Chow, George Nieh, Jane Liang, Tina Liang, and Bryan Tilton; Count 8: Kwok 
Cheung Chow, George Nieh, Ming Ma, and Hon So; Count 26: Kwok Cheung Chow, 
George Nieh, Zhanghao Wu, Tong Zao Zhang, James Pau, and Leslie Yun; and Count 
50: Leland Yee, Keith Jackson, and Wilson Lim); Counts 10, 12, 18, 24, 25, 39, and 40 
a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) — Dealing Firearms Without a License (Count 10: 
George Nieh, Kongphet Chanthavong, and Andy Li; Count 12: George Nieh and 
Kongphet Chanthavong; Count 18: Kongphet Chanthavong and Andy Li; Count 24 and 
25: Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and Marlon Sullivan; Count 39: Rinn Roeun; and 
Count 40: Keith Jackson and Barry House); Counts 11, 13, 19, 41, and 42 - a violation of 
18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) - Felon in Possession of Firearm (Count 11: George Nieh, 
Kongphet Chanthavong, and Andy Li; Count 13: George Nieh and Kongphet 
Chanthavong; Count 19: Kongphet Chanthavong and Andy Li; and Counts 41 and 42: 
Barry House); Count 14 - a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1)(B) - Possession with 
Intent to Distribute Cocaine (Kongphet Chanthavong); Counts 15 and 17 - a violation of 
21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1)(B) - Manufacture and Possession with Intent to Distribute 
Marijuana (Count 15: Kongphet Chanthavong; Count 17: Michael Mei); Count 16 - a 
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1)(A) — Possession of a Firearm in Furtherance of a Drug 
Trafficking Crime (Kongphet Chanthavong); Counts 27 and 37 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. 
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§ 1958 - Murder For Hire (Count 27: Rinn Roeun, Count 37: Keith Jackson, Brandon 
Jackson, and Marlon Sullivan); Count 43 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349 - Honest 
Services Conspiracy (Leland Yee and Keith Jackson); and Counts 44 through 49 - a 
violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1343 and 1346 - Honest Services Fraud (Leland Yee and Keith 
Jackson). 

3. On July 25, 2014, a 228-count Superseding Indictment was filed in the Northern District 
of California charging the same defendants. The following charges are contained in the 
Superseding Indictment: Counts 1 and 2 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d) - 
Conspiracy to Conduct the Affairs of an Enterprise Through a Pattern of Racketeering 
Activity (Count 1: Kwok Cheung Chow, aka “Raymond Chow,” “Hai Jai,” and 
“Shrimpboy”; George Nieh, aka “Heng Nieh”; Keith Jackson; Kevin Siu, aka “Dragon 
Tin Loong Siu”; Alan Chiu, aka “Alan Shiu”; Kongphet Chanthavong, aka “Joe,” and 
“Fat Joe”; Xiao Cheng Mei, aka “Michael Mei”; Brandon Jamelle Jackson; Marlon 
Darrell Sullivan; Andy Li, aka “Andy Man Lai Li”; Leslie Yun, aka “Leslie Yuncheung”; 
Yat Wa Pau, aka “James Pau”; Tina Yao Gui Liang; Huan Ming Ma, aka “Ming Ma,” 
and “Baak Ban”; Albert Nhingsavath; Serge Gee; and Xiu Ying Ling Liang, aka “Elaine 
Liang”; Count 2: Leland Yee, and Keith Jackson); Counts 3 through 12, and 17 through 
30 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(3)(A) and (B) - Money Laundering (George 
Nieh, Kevin Siu, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 13 through 16, 31 through 35, 60 
through 64, 72 through 74, 82 through 84, 86 through 88, 128 through 132, 136 through 
140, and 155 through 157 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(3)(A) and (B) - Money 
Laundering (George Nieh, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 36 through 59, 65 through 
71, and 75 through 79 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(3)(A) and (B) - Money 
Laundering (George Nieh, Alan Chiu, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Count 80 - 21 U.S.C. 
§ 846 - Conspiracy to Distribute and Possess with Intent to Distribute Marijuana (George 
Nieh and Kongphet Chanthavong); Count 81 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 — 
Conspiracy (Kwok Cheung Chow, George Nieh, Jane Miao Xhen Liang; Tina Yao Gui 
Liang; and Bryan Tilton); Count 85 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) - Felon in 
Possession of a Firearm (George Nieh); Counts 89 through 98, and 102 through 109 - a 
violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(3)(A) and (B) - Money Laundering (George Nieh, 
Leslie Yun, Yat Wa Pau, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Count 99 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. 
§ 371 - Conspiracy (Kwok Cheung Chow, George Nieh, Huan Ming Ma, and Hon 
Keung So); Count 100 - a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) - Distribution of Controlled 
Substances (George Nieh and Kongphet Chanthavong); Count 101 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. § 371 - Conspiracy (Kwok Cheung Chow, Zhanghao Wu, George Nieh, and 
Leslie Yun); Count 110 — a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846 - Conspiracy to Distribute and 
Possess with Intent to Distribute Cocaine (Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and Marlon 
Sullivan); Count 1 1 1 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) - Dealing Firearms without a 
License (George Nieh, Kongphet Chanthavong, and Andy Li); Count 1 12 - a violation of 
18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) - Felon in Possession of a Firearm (George Nieh, Kongphet 
Chanthavong, and Andy Li); Count 1 13 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) - Dealing 
Firearms without a License (George Nieh, and Kongphet Chanthavong); Count 1 14 - a 
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) - Felon in Possession of a Firearm (George Nieh, and 
Kongphet Chanthavong); Counts 115 through 123 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 
1956(a)(3)(A) and (B) - Money Laundering (George Nieh, Leslie Yun, and Kwok 
Cheung C how); Count 124 — a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1)(B) — Possession with 
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Intent to Distribute Cocaine (Kongphet Chanthavong); Counts 125, 127, and 223 - a 
violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1)(B) - Manufacture and Possession with Intent to 
Distribute Marijuana (Count 125: Kongphet Chanthavong, Count 127: Xiao Cheng Mei, 
Count 223: Albert Nhingsavath and Kongphet Chanthavong); Count 126 - a violation of 
18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1)(A) — Possession of a Firearm in Furtherance of a Drug Trafficking 
Crime (Kongphet Chanthavong); Count 133 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 - 
Conspiracy (Kwok Cheung Chow, Yat Wa Pau, Zhanghao Wu, George Nieh, and Leslie 
Yun); Count 134 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) — Dealing Firearms without a 
License (Kongphet Chanthavong and Andy Li); Count 135 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 
922(g)(1) - Felon in Possession of a Firearm (Kongphet Chanthavong and Andy Li); 
Counts 141 through 147 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(3)(A) and (B) - Money 
Laundering (George Nieh, Leslie Yun, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 148 through 
151, 160 and 161, 169 and 170, 175 and 176, 181 through 183, 205 and 206 - a violation 
of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and (a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Albert 
Nhingsavath, Norge Mastrangelo, and Andy Li); Counts 152, 165, and 166 - a violation 
of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) - Dealing Firearms without a License (Keith Jackson and 
Brandon Jackson); Counts 153 through 154 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) 
and (a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Albert Nhingsavath, Norge Mastrangelo, Andy Li, 
and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 158 and 159, 171 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 
922(a)(1) - Dealing Firearms without a License (Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and 
Marlon Sullivan); Count 162 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 - Conspiracy (Kwok 
Cheung Chow, Yat Wa Pau, Zhanghao Wu, Tong Zao Zhang, George Nieh, and Leslie 
Yun); Counts 163 and 164 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and (a)(l)(B)(i) 

- Money Laundering (Albert Nhingsavath, and Norge Mastrangelo); Counts 167 and 168, 
172 and 173, 179 and 180, 185 and 186, 189 and 190, 193 and 194 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and (a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Serge Gee, Xiu Ying 
Ling Liang, George Nieh, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 174 and 204 - a violation 
of 18 U.S.C. § 1958 - Murder for Hire (Count 174: Rinn Roeun; Count 204: Keith 
Jackson, Brandon Jackson, Marlon Sullivan); Counts 177 and 178 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and (a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Serge Gee, Xiu Ying 
Ling Liang, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 184, 188, 195, and 209 - a violation of 
18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) - Dealing Firearms without a License (Rinn Roeun); Count 187 - a 
violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846 - Conspiracy to Manufacture, Distribute and Possess with 
Intent to Distribute Marijuana (Andy Li and Kongphet Chanthavong); Count 191 and 192 

- a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and (a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering 
(Serge Gee, Gary Kwong Yiu Chen, Anthony John Lai, George Nieh, and Kwok Cheung 
Chow); Counts 196 through 199 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and 
(a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Serge Gee, Gary Kwong Yiu Chen, Anthony John Lai, 
Xiu Ying Ling Liang, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Counts 200 and 201 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and (a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Albert Nhingsavath, 
and Andy Li); Counts 202 and 203 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956(a)(l)(A)(i) and 
(a)(l)(B)(i) - Money Laundering (Serge Gee, Gary Kwong Yiu Chen, Anthony John Lai, 
Xiu Ying Ling Liang , George Nieh, and Kwok Cheung Chow); Count 207 - a violation 
of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) - Distribution of Controlled Substances (George Nieh and 
Leslie Yun); Count 208 - a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846 - Conspiracy to Manufacture 
and Possess with Intent to Distribute Marijuana (Tina Liang and Bryan Tilton); Count 
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210 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(1) - Dealing Firearms without a License (Keith 
Jackson and Barry House); Counts 21 1 and 212 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) - 
Felon in Possession of a Firearm (Barry House); Counts 213 and 214 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. § 1951(a) - Conspiracy to Obtain Property Under Color of Official Right (Leland 
Yee and Keith Jackson); Count 215 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349 - Honest Services 
Conspiracy (Leland Yee and Keith Jackson); Counts 216 through 221 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. §§ 1343, 1346 - Honest Services Fraud (Leland Yee and Keith Jackson); Count 
222 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 - Conspiracy (Leland Yee, Keith Jackson, and 
Wilson Lim); Counts 224 and 225 - a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) - Possession 
With Intent to Distribute Marijuana (Count 224: Andy Li, Count 225: George Nieh); 
Count 226 - a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) - Felon in Possession of Firearms and 
Ammunition (George Nieh); and Counts 227 and 228 - a violation of 21 U.S.C. § 
841(a)(1) - Manufacture and Possession with intent to Distribute Marijuana (Count 227: 
Leslie Yun and Yat Wu Pau, Count 228: Xiao Cheng Mei). 

4. On January 29, 2015, a 230-count Second Superseding Indictment was filed in the 
Northern District of California. All of the charges were the same as the Superseding 
Indictment, with the following additional charges: Counts 229 and 230 - a violation of 18 
U.S.C. § 1956(h) - Conspiracy to Commit Money Laundering (Leland Yee and Keith 
Jackson). The Second Superseding Indictment contains a forfeiture allegation. 

5. On October 15, 2015, a 162-count Third Superseding Indictment was filed in the 
Northern District of California. Chow was charged with the following in the Third 
Superseding Indictment: Count 1- a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1962(d) - Conspiracy to 
Conduct the Affairs of an Enterprise Through a Pattern of Racketeering Activity; Count 
2- a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(1) — Murder in Aid of Racketeering; Count 3 - a 
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(5) — Conspiracy to Co mmi t Murder in Aid of 
Racketeering; Counts 4 through 133 and 139 through 162 - violations of 18 U.S.C. § 
1956 - Money Laundering; and Counts 134 through 138 - violations of 18 U.S.C. § 371 
- Conspiracy. 

6. On January 8, 2016, Chow was found guilty by trial of Counts 1 through 162 of the Third 
Superseding Indictment. Judgment and Sentencing are currently set for March 23, 2016, 
at 10:00 a.m., before the Honorable Charles R. Breyer, Senior United States District 
Judge. 

7. There is no Plea Agreement in this matter. 

8. Keith Jackson pled guilty to Count 2 of the Second Superseding Indictment. Judgment 
and Sentencing are currently set for February 24, 2016. 

9. George Nieh, aka “Heng Nieh” (all counts charged but for Count One); Kevin Siu, aka 
“Dragon Tin Loong Siu” (Counts 3, 6, 7, 12, 18, 21, 25, and 28); Alan Chiu, aka “Alan 
Shiu” (Counts 37 through 40, 45, 47, 52, 54, 55, 66, 67, 76 and 77); Leslie Yun, aka 
“Leslie Yuncheung” (Counts 89, 92, 101, 103, 116, 133, 142, 162, 207, and 227); Yat 
Wa Pau, aka “James Pau” (Counts 133 and 162); and Andy Li, aka “Andy Man Lai Li” 
(Counts 111, 112, 134, 135, 149, 182, and 224) entered guilty pleas on September 9, 
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2015. On October 6, 2015, Kongphet “Joe” Chanthavong entered guilty pleas to Counts 
1, 124 to 126, 187, and 223 of die Second Superseding Indictment. On December 11, 
20 1 5, Albert Nhingsavath entered a guilty plea to Count One of the Second Superseding 
Indictment. Judgment and Sentencing have not been scheduled. 

10. Leland Yee pled guilty to Count 2 of the Second Superseding Indictment. Judgment and 
Sentencing are currently set for February 24, 2016. 

11. Marlon Sullivan pled guilty to Count One of the Second Superseding Indictment. 
Judgment and Sentencing are currently set for February 24, 2016. 

12. Brandon Jackson pled guilty to Count One of the Second Superseding Indictment. 
Judgment and Sentencing are currently set for February 24, 2016. 

13. Charges against Wilson Sy Lim, aka “Dr. Lim” were dismissed on October 7, 2014, after 
his death. 

14. Charges against Xiao Cheng Mei, aka “Michael Mei”; Rinn Roeun; Jane Miao Xhen 
Liang; Tina Yao Gui Liang; Bryan Tilton; Huan Ming Ma, aka “Ming Ma,” and “Baak 
Ban”; Hon Keung So, aka “Hon So”; Serge Gee; Xiu Ying Ling Liang, aka “Elaine 
Liang”; Gary Kwong Yiu Chen, aka “Gary Chen,” “Jimmy,” and “David”; Anthony John 
Lai, aka “AJ”; Tong Zao Zhang; Zhanghao Wu, aka “Jason”; and Barry Blackwell 
House, aka “Barry Black” are pending. 

The Offense Conduct 

15. The following information was provided by the United States Attorney’s Office, which 
included investigative reports prepared by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). 
Further details were provided by the assigned Assistant U.S. Attorneys on August 3, 
2015. 

Background 

16. The Chee Kung Tong is believed to be an offshoot of the Hung Mun. The Hung Mun, 
also referred to as a Chinese secret society and the Chinese Freemasons, among other 
names, began in China sometime in the mid- 17th century as a result of a revolutionary 
movement to overthrow the Manchu-ruled Qing Dynasty in China. The Qing Dynasty 
lasted roughly from 1644 to 1911. The Hung Mun were aggressively pursued and 
punished by the Qing Dynasty rulers throughout their existence. This persecution, along 
with cultural and economic influences, drove these societies underground causing them to 
adopt secretive customs, rules, ceremonies and operating procedures. Hung Mun 
members who emigrated from China throughout the world in the mid-late 19th century 
brought their Hung Mun customs and rituals with them to their new homes abroad and 
numerous organizations sprung from these Hung Mun roots. Many of these organizations 
became known as Tongs in the United States. Many of the Tongs maintained their 
secretive hierarchies, rituals and ceremonies, but were able to operate much more openly 
outside China without the threat of government persecution and retribution. Most Tongs 
shared the political goal of overthrowing the Manchu dynasty that ruled China; however, 
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some were purely social groupings that focused on mutual aid and recreation for 
members. Others served administrative and judicial functions wi thin the co mmuni ty, 
allocating business locations and cemetery sites, settling disputes, and enforcing the 
payment of debts. Still others engaged in criminal activities: protection rackets, extortion, 
and strong-arm methods for controlling such tolerated vices as gambling and prostitution. 
One such organization which later became one of the strongest and most influential in 
North America is the Chee Gung Tong, or Chee Kung Tong, also known as the CKT, 
headquartered in San Francisco, California. The CKT and its criminal activities have 
been of interest to law enforcement since at least as early as 2006, when the CRT's 
previous Dragonhead, Allen Leung, was murdered in San Francisco. 

17. The CKT was predominantly a Chinese American association based in Chinatown, in San 
Francisco, whose members operated in San Francisco and elsewhere. CKT existed since 
at least the late 1800s. The roots of the CKT were the Hung Mun societies in China, 
which were formed largely to overthrow the Qing Dynasty in China. Members of the 
Hung Mun groups formed new organizations in America as their members migrated from 
China, including CKT. CKT was formed primarily for civic purposes to benefit the 
communities of Chinese immigrants and Chinese Americans and to protect them from 
abuse by other Americans, as well as to continue supporting the overthrow of the Qing 
Dynasty from afar. Over the years, CKT developed both positive legal community 
functions and activities and criminal functions and activities. Some members of CKT 
were strictly involved in legal functions and activities of CKT. Other members were also 
involved in illegal activities. The CKT had chapters in many different North American 
cities so that there were chapters around the country and in other countries. The Hop Sing 
Tong in San Francisco's Chinatown, also known as “HST,” similarly formed as a 
fraternal organization dedicated to the community of Chinese immi grants and Chinese 
Americans. The HST also maintained chapters in other North American cities. Over the 
years, the HST also developed both positive legal community functions and activities and 
cr imin al functions and activities. The CKT acted as an “umbrella” organization in 
relation to the HST such that the Dragonhead of the CKT had influence over the 
leadership and activities of the HST. 

18. Members of CKT were expected to protect the name, reputation, and status of the group 
and its individual members from harm, insult, or disrespect by members of rival groups 
and other persons. CKT members required that all individuals show respect and 
deference to the group, its membership and associates. To protect the group and to 
enhance its reputation, CKT members were expected to use any means necessary to force 
respect from those who showed disrespect, including acts of intimidation and violence. 
Members of CKT engaged in criminal activity, including narcotics distribution, assault, 
robbery, extortion, collection of unlawful debt, murder for hire, money laundering, 
trafficking in stolen goods, illegal firearms possession, and obstruction of justice. CKT 
members committed and threatened to commit acts of violence to maintain and enhance 
membership and discipline within the enterprise, including violence against rival group 
members, those perceived to be rival group members, rivals in general, those who 
disrespected or committed violence against CKT members, as well as CKT members and 
associates who violated the rules of the enterprise. CKT members communicated about 
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activities with other CKT members using mobile telephones, telephone text messages, 
and other modes of electronic and wire communications. 

19. Some members of CKT received titles and corresponding Triad numbers. The Triads 
were international criminal organizations based in China. Examples include the 
“Dragonhead” or “General” with a corresponding number of “489”; “red pole” or “red 
stick,” or “enforcer” or “soldier” with a corresponding number of “426”; “white paper 
fan,” or “organizer,” with a corresponding number of “415”; and ordinary or normal 
members with a corresponding number of “49.” Members of the CKT with corresponding 
Triad numbers were familiar with Triad handshakes and hand signs used to identify other 
individuals with Triad status. 

20. There were leaders of CKT. The Dragonhead of CKT was feared and respected, and the 
directions from the Dragonhead were followed by other members. There was a President, 
Vice Presidents, Directors, Supervisors, Secretaries, Officers of Finance, Society Head, 
Consultants, and other positions. There were leaders or “bosses,” sometimes referred to 
as “Dai Lo,” literally referring to “big brother” but signifying a boss within CKT. Below 
the leaders were “soldiers,” those members who have been prepared and known to 
commit violence on behalf of the group and to protect each other. There were CKT 
members who dealt narcotics or engaged in other forms of criminal activity. There were 
also associates of CKT who were not members, but who engaged with the members in 
conducting certain illegal activities. There were also leaders and officers of the HST. The 
Dragonhead of the CKT, as an umbrella organization to the HST, held a position of 
influence in the selection of leaders for the HST and in the activities of the HST. At one 
time, the Dragonhead of the CKT also held the leadership position of the HST. Some 
individuals were members of both Tongs. 

Kwok Cheung Chow, aka Raymond Chow, aka “Shrimpboy” 

21. The CKT and its criminal activities have been of interest to law enforcement since at 
least as early as 2006, when the CKT's previous Dragonhead, Allen Leung, was murdered 
in San Francisco. According to the evidence and the jury verdict, Chow ordered the hit 
on his rival, Allen Leung, by issuing instructions to his followers, Raymond Lei, Thau 
Benh Cam, and Kongphaet Chanthavong. At the time that Chow ordered the hit, Allen 
Leung was the Dragonhead of the Chee Kung Tong and had influence over the Hop Sing 
Tong. This crime was carried out on February 27, 2006, by Kam Wong, Dai Sau, and 
Bong Zhi. Wong, who was the getaway driver, testified that he was instructed by Lei to 
commit the murder, and that he initially refused because Leung’s place of business, the 
location where the murder was to take place, was too close to Wong’s place of work in 
Chinatown. Ultimately, Wong ended up driving Dai Sau and Bong Zhi to and from 
Leung’s shop so they could commit the murder. Wong identified the likely shooter as 
either Dai Sau or Bong Zhi, the two men that he drove to Leung's shop that day. Wong 
talked to Raymond Chow shortly after the Leung murder, and asked Chow why Leung 
was murdered, and Raymond Chow said, “Sometimes we have to step on the bodies of 
our brothers to go up.” Thau Benh Cam and Kongphaet Chanthavong, testified that 
Chow asked them to participate in the pl anning of Leung’s murder as well. Both testified 
they helped conduct surveillance of Leung’s business along with Raymond Lei, but they 
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did not participate on the day of the murder. Six months after Leung was murdered, in 
August 2006, Raymond Chow took over the Chee Kung Tong and became the 
Dragonhead. 

22. When Chow became Dragonhead of the CKT, he brought a number of associates into the 
group. According to the Government, many of those associates had c riminal records and 
were individuals who had engaged in criminal activities with Chow in the past. Such 
individuals included Raymond Lei, Andy Li, Kongphet “Joe” Chanthavong, Thau Ben 
Cam, and Ah Chut. At the time of Chow’s induction into the CKT, Cam and Chut were 
leaders of their own Hop Sing gangs in Sacramento and Oakland, California. Li had been 
a follower of Chow, as part of the Hop Sing gang, since Li was sixteen years old. 
Chanthavong met Chow and Li in federal prison in the early 2000s. Many of the 
individuals whom Chow brought into the CKT once he became Dragonhead were 
individuals whom he eventually introduced to FBI Undercover Agent (UCE) 4599 for the 
purpose of engaging in criminal activity. Other such individuals included co-defendants 
Leslie Yun (whom Chow made the Treasurer of the CKT); Yun’s husband, Yat Wah 
Pau, also known as James Pau; Ming Ma, also known as Bak Baan; Michael Mei; George 
Nieh; Alan Chiu; and Kevin Siu. 

23. Thau Benh Cam also testified that in 2005 and 2006, he often drove Raymond Chow 
around, and provided protection for Chow. Chow introduced Cam to one of his 
followers, Raymond Lei, and Cam began buying Ecstasy from Raymond Lei. Cam 
further testified about certain illegal activities he engaged in during this conspiracy time 
frame. He said that Chow suggested a home invasion robbery and robbing marijuana 
grow houses, and Cam complied. In each of those instances where Cam committed 
crimes suggested or brought to his attention by Raymond Chow, Cam paid Chow a 
percentage of the cash. 

24. UCE-4599 first met Chow in May 2010. Chow then introduced UCE-4599 to the 
defendants listed above and in the indictment. As UCE-4599 continued to be trusted and 
develop relationships with members of the CKT through introductions made by Chow 
and George Nieh, it became apparent to UCE-4599 that Chow was in charge of a 
criminal element of the CKT, which is referred to as the Chee Kung Tong C riminal 
Enterprise (CKTCE). In particular, during a meeting with UCE-4599 early in their 
relationship, Chow whispered into UCE-4599's ear that although Chow was no longer 
involved in criminal activity, Chow knew of and approved all c riminal activities wi thin 
his organization. Moreover, Chow described himself to UCE-4599 as a judge wi thin his 
organization. According to Chow, if there was a dispute between the organization's 
members and if one member killed another member, Chow decided if the killing was 
justified. Nieh explained to UCE-4599 that Nieh was also considered a leader within the 
organization, but that Nieh reported to Chow, whom Nieh described as the equivalent of 
a general. On another occasion, during a discussion between Chow and Nieh in a 
wiretap, Chow acknowledged that the activities between UCE-4599 and officials who 
hold positions in the CKT (Leslie Yun and Yat Pau) could be interpreted as organized 
crime and that Nieh needed to take care when involving Yun in such activity [money 
laundering] because of Yun’s financial responsibilities and ties to the CKT and Chow’s 
company [believed by the Government to be Chow Enterprises, LLC]. Additionally, 
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Nieh explained to UCE-4599 that Chow had sacrificed himself by being a target of law 
enforcement enabling other members of his organization to conduct criminal activity 
"freely" because law enforcement was focused on Chow. 

25. The criminal relationship between UCE-4599, Chow, and members of the CKTCE began 
when Chow arranged for his associates to provide money laundering services for UCE- 
4599 in 2010. The initial purpose of this c riminal relationship was for defendants to 
launder UCE-4599's money, which UCE-4599 purported to have been derived from 
illegal activities, specifically illegal gambling, boo kmaking , sports betting, drugs, and 
outdoor marijuana grows. UCE-4599 portrayed himself to Chow and others as an east 
coast member of La Cosa Nostra, an Italian organized crime syndicate. Chow, as the 
Dragonhead of the CKT, was the supervisor of the criminal relationship with UCE-4599. 
In the course of carrying out criminal activity, Nieh, Kevin Siu, and other defendants told 
UCE-4599 that Chow sanctioned them to engage in criminal activities with UCE-4599. 
Eventually, in March of 2012, Chow inducted UCE-4599 into the CKT at an event, and 
gave UCE-4599 the title of Consultant to the CKT. Through subsequent undercover 
operations, UCE-4599 conveyed to Nieh his interest in laundering money with other 
associates of Nieh and Chow. Nieh then introduced Yun and Pau to UCE-4599 for the 
purpose of laundering money for UCE-4599. UCE-4599 explained to Yun and Pau the 
source of this money was from outdoor marijuana grows. UCE-4599 also explained that 
he knew that Yun and Pau would need Chow’s approval to work with them. Yun agreed 
that she needed Chow’s approval and then subsequently agreed to work with UCE-4599 
laundering money. 

26. Nieh introduced UCE-4599 to Kongphet Chanthavong for the purpose of allowing UCE- 
4599 to assist Chanthavong in a San Francisco-based marijuana trafficking operation run 
by •Chanthavong. UCE-4599 was eventually introduced by Chow to criminal associates 
Li and Albert Nhingsavath, who solicited UCE-4599's help in laundering Nhingsavath’s 
drug proceeds from the east coast to San Francisco. UCE-4599 purported that he and his 
criminal associates on the east coast would accommodate their request in exchange for a 
money laundering fee. Andy Li and Nhingsavath agreed, and Nhingsavath later involved 
criminal associates Norge Mastrangelo and others, who facilitated multiple money 
laundering transactions by dropping off drug proceeds in the form of cash to FBI UCEs 
on the east coast. Nhingsavath and other associates would then pick up the cash, minus 
UCE-4599’s fee, in San Francisco. On nine occasions between April 15, 2013 and 
February 11, 2014, Nhingsavath and/or, his associates delivered approximately 
$1,100,000 in cash to UCE-4599’s purported associates for laundering. Nhingsavath, 
Chanthavong, and Li testified at trial that they each only entered into a criminal 
relationship with UCE-4599 after getting assurances from Chow that UCE-4599 was not 
a law enforcement officer, Chow was aware that UCE-4599 and his family were engaged 
in illegal business, and Chow had done business with UCE-4599’ s boss on previous 
occasions. 

27. In October 2012, local law enforcement conducted state search warrants at Chanthavong's 
residence and a warehouse associated to Chanthavong. At the residence, officers and 
federal agents seized 91 marijuana plants, a loaded firearm, and approximately 1.785 
kilograms of cocaine (one pressed into a brick form), among other items. At the 
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warehouse associated to Chanthavong, officers and federal agents seized 496 marijuana 
plants and a press with wood form attachments which appeared to be used as a tool to 
press material into a brick shape. The press and wood forms had trace amounts of a white 
powdery substance that tested positive for cocaine. 

28. Through Chow and Nieh, UCE-4599 was also introduced to Michael Mei, another 
member of the CKTCE, who was involved in drug trafficking. In October 2012, local law 
enforcement conducted state search warrants at a location associated to Michael Mei. At 
this location, officers and federal agents seized 803 marijuana plants, to include indicia 
from a vehicle located in the house, among other items. The indicia included a map of 
Northern California with a location circled that corresponds to 33 Woodland Avenue, 
Daly City, California, which is where Mei lived. Mei's insurance documents were also 
found in one of the vehicles at this indoor marijuana location and Mei later discussed this 
location with UCE-4599. 

29. Over the course of the conspiracy, UCE-4599 ended up delivering a total of $2,400,000 
in cash to Kevin Siu, Alan Chiu, Goerge Nieh, and Leslie Yun, which UCE-4599 
represented as proceeds of his marijuana and gambling operations. On 36 occasions from 
March 19, 2011, through June 13, 2013, UCE-4599 provided cash to these individuals 
with the intention and understanding that these individuals would launder the money 
through their bank accounts. Recordings were played dining trial in which Siu stated he 
had the “Dai Lo’s” blessing to participate in the money laundering. UCE-4599 testified 
that during a meeting with Chow, he leaned into UCE-4599’s ear and said that, although 
he was not involved in criminal activity anymore, he knows of and approves of what's 
going on the streets. Eventually, when Leslie Yun became involved and started 
laundering money, Chow told her that she had a huge responsibility. While inside Nieh’s 
car on one occasion, Chow told Nieh, “if someone gets caught, it drags the whole Tong 
into the mess. That's organized crime for you.” On at least sixteen separate occasions, 
UCE-4599 gave Chow cash for facilitating these money laundering transactions. 

30. As UCE-4599 continued to purport his interest in seeking profits from criminal activity, 
Chow and Nieh introduced UCE-4599 to Elaine Liang, who requested that UCE-4599 
launder drug proceeds from the east coast to San Francisco. Elaine Liang then introduced 
her son, Serge Gee, who revealed to UCE-4599 their drug network that extended to 
Georgia, New York, and Massachusetts. UCE-4599 told Gee and Liang that he and his 
criminal associates on the east coast could provide the requested money laundering 
services for a fee. Elaine Liang and Serge Gee agreed and later introduced Anthony Lai, 
Gary Chen, and others, to UCE-4599, and they facilitated money laundering transactions 
in cities located in Georgia, New Jersey and Massachusetts. In total, Elaine Liang, Serge 
Gee, and their associates were involved in twelve money laundering transactions from 
August 9, 2013, through October 1, 2013, and there was a total of $971,000 delivered to 
undercover agents in Atlanta, Georgia, and Boston, Massachusetts. While those 
transactions were ongoing, UCE-4599 gave Chow $1,500, and told Chow that Elaine 
Liang and Gee were “knocking it out of the park.” He also said, “They've got a lot of 
hustle going on. That kid is sending, probably, like 800 pounds a month to Back East.” 
Chow responded by saying “I don’t want to know none of that,” and laughed. On at least 
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three occasions, UCE-4599 paid Chow in cash for facilitating these money laundering 
transactions. 

31. Re ginning on December 13, 2011, Chow discussed selling stolen liquor with UCE-4599 
and George Nieh, and indicated that Tina Liang would arrange buyers in China. On 
March 9, 2012, Tina Liang and Bryan Tilton purchased stolen liquor from UCE-4599, 
and on March 13, 2012, Chow received payment from UCE-4599 for his assistance with 
the transaction. On June 20, 2012, Nieh began another discussion with UCE-4599 about 
selling stolen liquor, and on June 27, 2012, Nieh, Ming Ma, and Hon So met at a 
restaurant so that Ma and So could purchase 12 cases of stolen Johnnie Walker Blue 
Label Scotch for $6,480. On June 27, 2012, Chow accepted payment for facilitating this 
liquor sale. On September 10, 2012, Nieh, Ma, and So met at a restaurant again, and Ma 
and So purchased 15 cases of stolen liquor for $8,100. On September 19, 2012, Chow 
and Nieh accepted payment for facilitating this liquor sale. 

32. Beginning in July 2012, George Nieh and Leslie Yun discussed purchasing stolen and 
contraband cigarettes, which are cigarettes that were untaxed and in a quantity of 10,000 
or more. On July 26, 2012, Nieh and Yun met with UCE-4599 to facilitate the sale of the 
cigarettes. Yun instructed UCE-4599 to provide a sample, and said if they were 
acceptable, the full transaction would ensue. On August 9, 2012, Yun gave UCE-4599 
$96,010 for the purportedly stolen cigarettes. On August 16, 2012, Chow and Nieh 
accepted payment for their role in facilitating the sale. 

33. In December 2012, Leslie Yun and George Nieh discussed engaging in another sale of 
stolen and contraband cigarettes. As part of this sale, on January 10, 2013, James Pau 
visited a storage unit in Flushing, New York, with undercover agents to inspect cartons of 
purportedly stolen and contraband cigarettes. Zhanghao Wu, Yun, and Pau subsequently 
gave UCE-4599 $173,000 in exchange for the stolen cigarettes. On January 16, 2013, 
Chow and Nieh accepted payment for their role in facilitating the sale. A recording was 
played during trial wherein UCE-4599 gave Chow $7,000 in cash for facilitating the 
transaction and Chow states “You guys. . .you’re very, very bad. I’m rehabilitated. You 
guys doing bad things; very bad things.” However, UCE-4599 had made it clear on the 
recording that the money was for the cigarette deal that had just gone down; Chow 
accepted the money knowing what it was for. During lunch, UCE-4599 told Chow that 
the cash from the cigarette deal was in small denominations and that it was a pain to deal 
with twenty dollar bills. Chow suggested using a money counter next time. After lunch, 
Chow told UCE-4599 that the undercover agent was part of the “bad side" of the Chee 
Kung Tong. 

34. On June 19, 2013, Chow had a discussion with UCE-4599 about facilitating another sale 
of stolen cigarettes with James Pau and Leslie Yun. On July 18, 2013, Pau and Yun met 
with UCE-4599 to arrange the sales of stolen and contraband cigarettes to buyers, 
including Zhanghao Wu and Ton Zao Zhang. On this same date, Yun and Pau gave UCE- 
4599 $150,000 for the stolen and contraband cigarettes, which was $17,900 less than the 
agreed upon price. On July 23, 2013, Nieh gave UCE-4599 the remaining $17,900 for 
the sale of the cigarettes. Out of that money, UCE-4599 gave Nieh and Chow a cut as 
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payment for their role in facilitating the sale. Testimony at trial reflected that the tax loss 
to New York State in connection with the above-described transactions was $350,000. 

35. Between May 25, 2011, and October 30, 2013, UCE-4599 paid Chow at least $61,500 
for Chow’s introductions to members of the CKTCE and for Chow facilitating the 
money laundering, stolen cigarette, and stolen liquor transactions. 

36. Chow also introduced Keith Jackson to UCE-4599. Chow inducted Keith Jackson as a 
Consultant to the CKT on the same day that he inducted UCE-4599 into the CKT as a 
Consultant. Following the introduction, Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and Marlon 
Sullivan committed and conspired to co mmi t several c riminal schemes and involved 
UCE-4599 into those schemes. In particular, Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and 
Sullivan engaged UCE-4599 in discussions about the details of their ongoing operation 
involving interstate distribution of drugs. They sought to obtain new sources of narcotics 
through UCE-4599’s fictional connections. One particular conspiracy involved the 
purported sale of multiple kilograms of cocaine to Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and 
Sullivan, from UCE-4599's purported drug connection on the east coast. UCE-4599 
purported to Keith Jackson his need for a large amount of weapons to arm his purported 
associates who tended to marijuana grows located in northern California. Keith Jackson 
responded by stating his son, Brandon Jackson and his associate Sullivan would be able 
to accommodate his request. Subsequently, Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and 
Sullivan sold various types of firearms and two ballistic vests to UCE-4599 in pa rking 
lots located in San Francisco. Additionally, Keith Jackson, Brandon Jackson, and 
Sullivan conspired to commit a murder for hire scheme requested by UCE-4599. On 
another occasion, Sullivan provided multiple fraudulent credit cards to UCE-4599 using a 
fictitious name provided by UCE-4599 to Sullivan. Brandon Jackson then introduced one 
of his sources of supply for firearms, later identified as Rinn Roeun. Roeun sold multiple 
firearms to UCE-4599 and, during a series of conversations, told UCE-4599 that he was 
willing to commit murder for a fee at the request of UCE-4599. 

37. In addition to his relationship with Chow and the CKT, Keith Jackson was also a close 
associate of, and had a long-time relationship with, Senator Leland Yee. Keith Jackson 
owned and ran a business called "Jackson Consultancy," a San Francisco based 
consulting firm. During the time frame from at least May 2011 through March 2014, 
Keith Jackson was involved in raising campaign funds for Yee. This included r aising 
funds for Y ee's campaign during Yee's run in the San Francisco mayoral election held on 
November 8, 2011; to retire Yee's debt from the mayoral campaign; and for Yee’s 
campaign in the California Secretary of State election in November 2014. As members of 
the Campaign, defendants Yee and Jackson engaged in criminal activity, inclu ding 
racketeering, wire fraud, honest services fraud, bribery, extortion, trafficking in firearms, 
and money laundering. 

38. As part of that criminal activity, Keith Jackson solicited UCE-4599 for donations for 
Yee’s mayoral and Secretary of State races. At one point, UCE-4599 asked Jackson if 
Yee could assist Chow by arranging for the removal of the electronic monitoring device 
that immigration authorities required Chow to wear. UCE-4599 offered to make a 
campaign donation in exchange for Yee’s intervention. Keith Jackson conveyed the 
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request to Yee and Yee declined because he was aware of Chow’s reputation and did not 
want to be associated with Chow. When UCE-4599 instead asked Jackson and Yee for 
Yee to arrange to provide a state Senate declaration honoring the Chee Rung Tong, Yee 
agreed to that request. UCE-4599 advised Chow that Yee would be arr anging for the 
honor to the CKT. At a banquet for the CKT on March 29, 2013, a member of Yee’s 
staff presented a declaration on State Senate letterhead honoring the CKT. UCE-4599 
subsequently made a donation of $6,800 to Yee’s Secretary of State race. 

39. During the period when Chow was Dragonhead, he attempted to exercise influence over 
the Hop Sing Tong. Jim Tat Kong was a member of the Hop Sing Tong and an 
outspoken rival of Chow. When Chow’s power and status were threatened by Jim Tat 
Kong, Chow went to his follower, Andy Li, and told him to arrange a hit on Kong. 
Specifically, in November of 2011 there was a Hop Sing Tong election mee ting , and 
Raymond Chow wanted to prevent Jim Tat Kong from becoming the Hop Sing Tong 
leader. Chow went to the meeting at the Hop Sing Tong with George Nieh, Joe 
Chantahvong, and Thau Benh Cam. He instructed Nieh and Chanthavong to stay 
downstairs, and Cam and Chow went upstairs. Later that night after the meeting, whil e at 
a bar in Japantown, Chow told Chanthavong, “Somebody needs to get close to .T imm y 
and take care of him.’’ Chanthavong said that he could not be the one to do it, because 
Chanthavong was too close to Chow. Other witnesses, including an SFPD Inspector 
testified that they attended subsequent Hop Sing Tong election meetings in December of 
2011, at which Chow and Raymond Lei were seen yelling at Kong. Shortly thereafter, 
Andy Li testified that in late 2011 or early 2012 Raymond Chow visited Li in Los 
Angeles, California, and recruited him to take care of Jim Tat Kong. Li understood “take 
care of Jim” to mean that Chow wanted Li to find someone to kill Jim Tat Kong. Li 
agreed, and moved back to the San Francisco Bay Area to accomplish the task. In 
January of 2012, Li, Chow, and several other individuals were at a bar with UCE-4599. 
During this meeting, Li told UCE-4599 that he was moving back up to the San Francisco 
Bay Area to “take care of his ass,” meaning Kong. Li reiterated that he was moving back 
to San Francisco to “get rid of the bugs.” Chow, who was present for parts of the 
conversation, told Li in UCE-4599’s presence to stay out of trouble. Li testified that he 
moved back to Daly City, California, in August of 2012, and about one month later, he 
had a conversation with Chow and asked, “How's the thing with Jimmy?” Chow told him 
not to worry and that it had been taken care of. Li interpreted that to mean that Chow 
found somebody else, or made up his mind to do something else, and there was no further 
conversation. 

40. On a number of occasions, Chow made statements to UCE-4599 expressing his hostility 
to Jim Tat Kong. Evidence was presented at trial that reflected the many times Chow 
informed UCE-4599 that Kong was challenging and disrespecting him. Chow talked 
about lifting his protection of Kong and explained the potential serious consequences to 
Kong. For instance, in December 2012, Raymond Chow was talking to UCE-4599 about 
his continuing issues with Kong, and stated: “He's done. When I say the final word, the 
streets will have their own nature. Nature will take care of itself.” Chow subsequently 
told UCE-4599 that he withdrew his protection of Kong. In September of 2013, Jim Tat 
Kong was assassinated in Humboldt County, California, along with his wife, Cindy Chen. 
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41. Chow was still in the position of CKT Dragonhead when he was arrested on March 26, 
2014. In summary, after undercover agents infiltrated the CKT through introductions 
made by Chow and others, a pattern of racketeering activity was uncovered. The c riminal 
relationship developed among UCE-4599, Chow, and other defendants. UCE-4599 
informed the defendants that he was interested in generating income from illegal 
schemes. Chow and the other members inducted UCE-4599 into the CKT as a 
Consultant. Thereafter, during the course of multiple undercover operations, Chow and 
Nieh introduced UCE-4599 to a number of co-conspirators in order to launder money 
traffic narcotics, traffic in firearms, traffic purportedly stolen cigarettes and liquor, and 
engage in murder-for-hire schemes. Chow was captured on audio recordings accepting 
payments for the criminal activity conducted by UCE-4599 and other members of the 
CKT. Chow was also captured on audio recordings discussing his involvement in the 
plot to murder Allen Leung and his intention to remove his protection from Jim Tat Kong 
so that Kong would be murdered. The chart below reflects the payments made by UCE- 
4599 to Chow in relation the counts noted. 


Amount 

Corresponding Charge in indictment 

$1,000 

Money laundering, counts 18-19 (5/26/11] 

$1,000 

Money laundering, counts 25-26 (6/16/11) 

$1,000 

Money laundering, count 32 (7/14/11] 

$2,000 

Money laundering, counts 37-36 (8/1/11) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, counts 4748 (9/22/11) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, counts 54-$$ (10/19/11) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, count 73(1/25/12] 

$2,000 

Money laundering, counts 76-7? (2/13/i?) 

$5,000 

Stolen Hennessey XO transaction, count 134 (3/5/12) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, count 81 (4/19/12) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, count 87*88 (5/16 and 5/22/12} 

$2,500 

Money laundering, counts 89-80 (6/22/12], stolen Johnny Walker, count 335 (6/27/12) 

$7,000 

Cigarette transaction, count J 36 (8/9/22) 

$500 

Stolen Johnnie Walker, count 335 (9/30/12] 

$2,000 

Money laundering, counts 105-106 (10/11/12) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, count 1 14 (12/ 12/ 12) 

$7,000 

Cigarette transaction, count 137 (1/10/13) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, count 119 (2/14/12) 

$2,500 

Money laundering with tthingsavath and U (April 2013) 

$2,000 

Money laundering, count 131 (6/13/13) 

$5,000 

Cigarette transaction, count 138 (7/18/13) 

$5,000 

Money laundering with Liang and <See, counts 141-148 (8/9/13 to 9/10/13) 

$1,500 

Money laundering with Liang and See, counts 149-154 (9/16/13 to 10/1/13] 

$2,500 

Money laundering with Liang and Gee, counts 155-160 (10/4/13 to 10/2/413) 

$61500 



Victim Impact 

42. The provisions of the Mandatory Victim Restitution Act of 1996 apply to this Title 18 
offense. Restitution verification and a list of victim names was not provided. 
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Adjustment for Obstruction of Justice 

43. The defendant willfully obstructed or impeded, or attempted to obstruct or impede, the 
administration of justice when the defendant lied while testifying at his trial. 

44. Specifically, when the Government asked the defendant if he had asked for volunteers to 
do a murder before, and the defendant responded “No.” This is untrue as it was proven 
false by the defendant’s own statement at a prior trial (Peter Chong trial), where he 
ad mi tted to asking for volunteers to conduct a murder. (Transcript page 4627). 

45. Another example of the defendant not being truthful in his testimony on cross 
examination, the transcript of this trial at page 4618, the Government asked Chow if he 
had asked for volunteers to do a hit on San Francisco Chinatown rival Danny Wong. The 
defendant answered “No.” The Government then asked if Jackie Au volunteered to do the 
hit, and the defendant again answered “No. Only knew about the murder when I got back 
from my honeymoon, after the fact.” However, according to the testimony of an agent in 
a proffer session with Raymond Chow in February 2002 in prep for the Peter Chong trial, 
Chow told a special agent he was ordered by Peter Chong to take care of Danny Wong; 
that Raymond Chow asked for volunteers; that Jackie Au volunteered; and that Chow 
knew about it before he left on his honeymoon to Hawaii. 

46. A third example was on cross-examination at this trial on transcript page 4641, the 
Government asked Raymond Chow if, after the murder of Jim Tat Kong, Chow said, 
“Wow. That was really cool.” Chow answered, “I never said that.” The Government then 
played the recording of a conversation between an undercover officer and Raymond 
Chow on October 30, 2013, a month or so after Jim Tat Kong was assassinated. In the 
recording, Chow told the undercover officer that Jim Tat Kong was dead. The officer 
expressed some surprise and shock. Raymond Chow said, quote, “You know what? 
When I heard that, I thought, wow, that was really cool,” and he laughed. “You know. He 
got fucked up. You know.” And laughed some more. “He had that coming.” 

47. The last example was on cross-examination in the transcript of this trial at page 4605, the 
Government asked Chow if he took money from the undercover officer. Chow admitted 
the officer gave him money; however, when the Government asked if he ever tried to 
give it back, Chow stated he tried to give it back a few times. The undercover officer 
testified that Chow never tried to give the money back. In fact, there was one point where 
the officer said he pulled the money back, and Raymond Chow grabbed it. 

Adjustment for Acceptance of Responsibility 

48. Upon advice of defense counsel, the defendant declined to comment about the instant 
offense; however, throughout the interview, the defendant spoke about certain aspects of 
it as noted below. He stated he has “nothing to hide and does not lie.” He is happy with 
his life because he does “not have a guilty conscious about anything I said.” He feels the 
Government lied in the instant offense and twisted the evidence against him, and that he 
was set up by the FBI. 


GEN3/PSX Template 10/01/13 


Case 3:14-cr-00196-CRB Document 1509-1 Filed 07/18/16 Page 21 of 39 


Re: Chow, Kwok (384568) 


Page 20 


Offense Level Computation 

49. In accordance with the Supreme Court Decision in United States v. Booker, the 
following guideline calculations are no longer binding but advisory. Therefore, they must 
be considered by the sentencing court together with other sentencing goals. The current 
United States Sentencing Commission, 2015 Guidelines Manual, is being used as there 
are no ex post facto issues. USSG § IB 1.1 1(a). 

50. Count 1 is grouped with Count 2 per USSG §3D1.2(b), which notes counts are grouped 
when they involve the same victim and two or more acts or transactions connected by a 
co mm on criminal objective or constituting part of a common scheme or plan. Pursuant to 
U.S.S.G. § 2E1.1, the offense level applicable to the underlying racketeering activity. The 
racketeering activity in Count 1 is encompassed in Counts 2 through 162. Therefore, the 
sentence for Count One is based upon the highest underlying racketeering activity 
(Murder of Allen Leung) yielding a Total Offense Level of 43 as noted below. Count 3 is 
not grouped as the offense involves a different victim. 

51. Counts 4 through 133 and 139 through 162 are grouped pursuant to USSG §3D1.2(d), 
which notes that counts are grouped when the offense level is determined largely on the 
basis of the total amount of harm or loss. Counts 134 through 138 are grouped together 
due to USSG §3D1.2(d) for the same reason noted above. 

Count Group 1 : Violent Crimes in Aid of Racketeering- Murder of Allen Leung 
(Counts 1 and 2) 

52. Base Offense Level: The guideline for 18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(1) offenses is found 
in USSG §2E1.3 of the guidelines. That section provides that an offense 
referenced to this guideline has an offense level applicable to the underlying 
unlawful conduct. USSG §2E1. 3(a)(2). The underlying conduct is the Murder of 


Allen Leung. This conduct is represented by USSG §2A1.1, which has a Base 
Offense Level of 43. USSG §2Al.l(a). 43 

53. Specific Offense Characteristics: None. 0 

54. Victim Related Adjustment: None. 0 

55. Adjustment for Role in the Offense: The defendant was an organizer or leader 

of a criminal activity that involved five or more participants or was otherwise 
extensive; therefore, four levels are added. USSG §3Bl.l(a). +4 

56. Adjustment for Obstruction of Justice: The defendant willfully obstructed or 
impeded, or attempted to obstruct or impede, the administration of justice with 


respect to the investigation, prosecution, or sentencing of the instant offense of 
conviction, and the obstructive conduct related to the defendant's offense of 
conviction and any relevant conduct; or a closely related offense; therefore, two 
levels are added. USSG §3C1 . 1 . +2 

57. Adjusted Offense Level (Subtotal): 49 
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Count Group 2 : Violent Crimes in Aid of Racketeering - Conspiracy to Murder Jim 
Tat Kong (Count 3) 

58. Base Offense Level: The guideline for 18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(5) offenses is found 
in USSG §2E1.3 of the guidelines. That section provides that an offense 
referenced to this guideline has an offense level applicable to the underlying 
unlawful conduct. USSG §2E1. 3(a)(2). The underlying conduct is the Conspiracy 
to Murder Jim Tat Kong. This conduct is represented by USSG §2A1.5, and per 
the Cross Reference of USSG §2A1. 5(c)(1), if the offense resulted in the death of 


a victim, apply USSG §2A1.1 (First Degree Murder.) Pursuant to USSG §2A1.1, 
the Base Offense Level is 43. USSG §2Al.l(a) 43 

59. Specific Offense Characteristics: None. 0 

60. Victim Related Adjustment: None. 0 

61. Adjustment for Role in the Offense: The defendant was an organizer or leader 

of a cr imin al activity that involved five or more participants or was otherwise 
extensive; therefore, four levels are added. USSG §3Bl.l(a). +4 

62. Adjustment for Obstruction of Justice: The defendant willfully obstructed or 
impeded, or attempted to obstruct or impede, the administration of justice with 


respect to the investigation, prosecution, or sentencing of the instant offense of 
conviction, and the obstructive conduct related to the defendant's offense of 
conviction and any relevant conduct; or a closely related offense; therefore, two 
levels are added. USSG §3C1 . 1 . +2 

63. Adjusted Offense Level (Subtotal): 49 

Count Group 3 : Money Laundering (Counts 4 through 133 and 139 through 162) 

64. Base Offense Level: The guideline for 18 U.S.C. § 1956 offenses is found in 

USSG §2S1.1 of the guidelines. That section provides that an offense referenced 
to this guideline has a base offense level of eight plus the number of offense 
levels from the table in USSG §2B1.1. The offense involved $4,407,000 of 
laundered money. The table reflects that an offense involved between $3,500,000 
and $9,500,000, increase the offense level by 18 per USSG §2Bl.l(b)(l)(J). As 
such, the Base Offense Level is 26. US SG §2S 1 . 1 (a)(2). 26 

65. Specific Offense Characteristics: The defendant knew laundered funds were 
proceeds from the promotion of controlled substances. Per USSG §2S1. 1(b)(1), 

"If (A) subsection (a)(2) applies; and (B) the defendant knew or believed that any 
of the laundered funds were the proceeds of, or were intended to promote (i) an 
offense involving the manufacture, importation, or distribution of a controlled 
substance or a listed chemical; (ii) a crime of violence; or (iii) an offense 
involving firearms, explosives, national security, or the sexual exploitation of a 
min or, increase by 6 levels." +6 
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66. Specific Offense Characteristics: Per USSG §2S 1.1 (b)(2)(B), "If the defendant 

was convicted under 18 U.S.C. § 1956, increase by 2 levels." _+2 

67. Victim Related Adjustment: None. 0 

68. Adjustment for Role in the Offense: The defendant was an organizer or leader 

of a criminal activity that involved five or more participants or was otherwise 
extensive; therefore, four levels are added. USSG §3Bl.l(a). +4 

69. Adjustment for Obstruction of Justice: The defendant willfully obstructed or 

impeded, or attempted to obstruct or impede, the administration of justice with 
respect to the investigation, prosecution, or sentencing of the instant offense of 
conviction, and the obstructive conduct related to the defendant's offense of 
conviction and any relevant conduct; or a closely related offense; therefore, two 
levels are added. USSG §3C1.1. +2 

70. Adjusted Offense Level (Subtotal): 40 

Count Group 4 : Conspiracy to Traffic in Stolen Goods and Contraband Cigarettes 
(Counts 134-138) 

Base Offense Level: The guideline for 18 U.S.C. § 371 offenses is found in 
USSG §2X1.1 of the guidelines. That section provides that the base offense level 
is from the guideline for the substantive offense, plus any adjustments from such 
guideline for any intended offense conduct that can be established with reasonable 
certainty. The underlying substantive offense is Trafficking in Stolen Goods and 
Contraband, and is addressed in USSG §2B1.1. Per USSG §2B1. 1(a)(2), the base 
offense level 6 as the defendant was convicted of an offense that has a statutory 
m axim um term of imprisonment of less than 20 years. 6 


71 


72. 


73, 


Specific Offense Characteristics: The fair market value of the stolen goods was 
at least $1,500,000. Per USSG §2Bl.l(b)(l)(I), if the loss was at least 
$1,500,000, but less than $3,500,000, increase the offense level by 16. +16 

Specific Offense Characteristics: The offense involved stolen goods and 
contraband cigarettes and the defendant was in the business of receiving and 
selling stolen property. Per USSG §2B1. 1(b)(4), “If the offense involved 
receiving stolen property, and the defendant was a person in the business of 
receiving and selling stolen property, increase by 2 levels.” +2 


74. Victim Related Adjustment: None. 

75. Adjustment for Role in the Offense: The defendant was an organizer or leader 
of a criminal activity that involved five or more participants or was otherwise 
extensive; therefore, four levels are added. USSG §3Bl.l(a). 


0 


+4 
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76. Adjustment for Obstruction of Justice: The defendant willfully obstructed or 

impeded, or attempted to obstruct or impede, the administration of justice with 
respect to the investigation, prosecution, or sentencing of the instant offense of 
conviction, and the obstructive conduct related to the defendant's offense of 
conviction and any relevant conduct; or a closely related offense; therefore, two 
levels are added. USSG §3C1.1. +2 

77. Adjusted Offense Level (Subtotal): 30 

78. Multiple Count Adjustment: 


Group # 

Adjusted Offense Levels 

Units 

1 

49 

1.0 

2 

49 

1.0 

3 

40 

0.0 

4 

30 

0.0 

Total Number of Units: 

2.0 


79. Greater of the Adjusted Offense Levels Above: _49 

80. Increase in Offense Level: +2 

81. Combined Adjusted Offense Level: 51 

82. Chapter Four Enhancement: None. 0 

83. Acceptance of Responsibility: As of completion of the presentence investigation, 

the defendant has not clearly demonstrated acceptance of responsibility for the 
offense. USSG §3E1.1. 0 

84. Total Offense Level: Pursuant to Chapter 5, Part A (comment n.2), in those rare 
instances where the total offense level is calculated in excess of 43, the offense 

level will be treated as a level 43. 43 


PART B. THE DEFENDANT’S CRIMINAL HISTORY 

85. Pursuant to United States v. Booker, 125 S.Ct. 738 (2005), the Court should consider the 
following c rimin al history category calculation to be advisory. 

86. The defendant became involved in the instant offense in 2006, and as such, the date of 
December 31, 2006, will be used as a conservative estimate in regard to the criminal 
history calculations below. 
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Juvenile Adjudication^ 


87. None. 


Adult Criminal Conviction(sl 


Date of 

Arrest 


Date Sentence 

Conviction/Court Imposed/Disposition Guideline Pts 


88. 02/18/1978 Robbery with Use of 

(Age 18) Firearm (17 counts), 


07/10/1978: 11 years 4A1. 2(e)(3) 

prison 

4/30/85: Paroled 
1/30/86: Discharged 
from parole 


0 


felony/ 

San Francisco County 
Superior Court, San 
Francisco, CA; 
Docket No.: 96528 


The defendant was represented by counsel. On February 17, 1978, three men armed with 
handguns entered a room where 23 people were attending a meeting of the Chinese- 
American Institute of Engineers. Speaking Cantonese, one of the gunmen told the victims 
that the trio had come for money and that they should not get excited or move. The 
victims were methodically searched and their money and valuables were taken. The 
robbers then disabled the telephone, told the victims not to call the police for fifteen 
minutes, and left. 

Later the same night, as a police officer was returning one of the vic tims to the scene of 
the crime from the Hall of Justice, the victim saw Raymond Chow and told the officer 
that Chow looked like one of the robbers. Chow was detained. The victim took a closer 
look at the defendant and said that he (Chow) was wearing a distinctive jade ring and a 
medallion on his neck similar to jewelry worn by one of the robbers. 


89. 07/3 1/1 986 Assault with a Firearm, 

(Age 26) felony/ 


04/29/1987: 3 years 4A1. 2(e)(3) 0 

prison 


San Francisco County 
Superior Court, San 
Francisco, CA; 
Docket No.: 122457 


4/19/86: Paroled 
5/18/90: Discharged 
from parole 


The defendant was represented by counsel. On May 31, 1986, Raymond Chow shot 
David Quach (a member of the Wah Ching gang) inside the Golden Key Restaurant in 
San Francisco. The victim knew Chow and the assault apparently resulted from an earlier 
altercation between Quach and Chow's sister-in-law, Karen Ma. A warrant was issued for 
Chow's arrest. Chow was arrested on July 31, 1986. At the time of his arrest, Chow had 
in his possession jewelry and blank checks taken during a robbery. Jewelry and other 
items taken in a series of robberies were found in the possession of Cindy Szeto, Chow's 
girlfriend. 


GEN3/PSX Template 10/01/13 


Case 3:14-cr-00196-CRB Document 1509-1 Filed 07/18/16 Page 26 of 39 


Re: Chow, Kwok (384568) 


Page 25 


90. 05/31/1992 Racketeer Influenced 

(Age 32) Corrupt Organizations, 

Conspiracy to Violate 
Firearms Trafficking 
Statutes, Unlicensed 
Firearms Dealing, 

Unlicensed Delivery of 
Firearms, Interstate 
Transportation of 
Firearms, Interstate 
Transportation of 
Firearms with Intent to 
Commit a Felony, and 
Shipping a Firearm 
After a Felony 
Conviction, felonies/ 

United States District 
Court, Northern 
District of California, 

San Francisco, CA; 

Docket No.: CR-92- 
0260-DLJ 

The defendant was represented by counsel. In late 1991 and early 1992, as head of the 
San Francisco Chinatown street gang known as the Hop Sing Tong, the defendant made 
agreements to unlawfully purchase firearms from an individual named Au Shek Kan, 
leader of the Portland, Oregon, branch of the Hop Sing Tong. Between February and June 
of 1992, the defendant, directly and through the use of intermediaries, purchased and 
acquired ten Intratec 9mm semi-automatic pistols, 20 Norinco Sportarms 9mm handguns, 
and 200 rounds of 9mm ammunition. A portion of the firearms were distributed by the 
defendant to ’underlings" working for him, in furtherance of Hop Sing Tong's c riminal 
activities, and the defendant also attempted to resell a portion of the firearms for profit. 
On May 13, 1992, the defendant met with an undercover Drug Enforcement Agency 
(DEA) special agent in Los Angeles, California, and told the agent that he spent $60,000 
per year on weapons and that he could provide up to 30 firearms with a sale price of $300 
for each 9mm handgun. At the meeting, the defendant arranged for the transport and sale 
of seven Intratec 9mm semi-automatic pistols and 200 rounds of amm unition from 
Portland to San Francisco. On May 15, 1992, DEA agents intercepted and seized the 
seven Intratec semi-automatic pistols and 200 rounds of ammuni tion from a vehicle en 
route from Oregon to California, and detained Au Shek Kan, a passenger in the vehicle, 
in the process. 

After the weapons were seized by the DEA, the defendant sent one of his "underlings" to 
Portland to purchase more firearms from Au Shek Kan and his criminal associates, and 
he returned to San Francisco a few days later via Greyhound bus with a large bag 
containing 20 Norinco Sportsarm 9mm handguns and three Intratec 9mm semi-automatic 
pistols. On May 31, 1992, Raymond Chow was arrested in New York City, New York. 


08/19/1996: 280 months 4Al.l(a) 3 

custody, 3 years 
supervised release, 

$47,500 fines, and $300 
special assessment 
5/23/02: Amended 
sentence, 137 months 
and 7 days custody 
(time served) 

5/29/02: Released to 
ICE 

1/30/03: Released from 
ICE custody to 
supervised release (not 
deported) 

5/23/05: Supervised 
release terminated 
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Between May 1992 and January 1993, law enforcement officials, in a myriad of separate 
but interrelated proceedings, were able to locate, identify, and seize several of the 
unlawfully purchased firearms from Hop Sing Tong members and associates. 

The defendant was on supervised release with the Federal Probation Office from May 23, 
2002, to May 23, 2005. Based on his conditions of release, the defendant was ordered to 
24-hour home confinement at his brother's apartment and also placed on electronic 
monitoring surveillance. On September 24, 2004, a motion to modify his conditions of 
supervision, eliminating the conditions for home confinement and electronic monitoring, 
was granted. The defendant regularly attended court-ordered mental health counseling 
with a therapist from October 23, 2003, to March 16, 2005. Upon discharge from therapy, 
his therapist noted that the defendant attempted to deal with his issues of anger, 
frustration, paranoia, and anxiety, but had difficulty developing the necessary skills to 
transition from a life of c riminali ty back into civil society. The defendant's term of 
supervised release ended on May 23, 2005, and there were no documented violations of 
his conditions. 

Criminal History Computation 

91 . The c rimin al convictions above result in a subtotal c riminal history score of three. 

92. The total criminal history score is three. According to the sentencing table in USSG 
Chapter 5, Part A, a criminal history score of three establishes a c rimin al history category 
of II. 

Other Criminal Conduct 


Date of 

Arrest 

Charee 

Asencv 

Disposition 

93. 08/28/1990 

Kidnapping for 

San Francisco Police 

08/29/1991: Dismissed 

(Age 30) 

Ransom, Assault with 

Department, San 



Deadly Weapon, 
Robbery, Conspiracy, 
False Imprisonment, 
Burglary 

Francisco, CA 



According to an incident report from the Foster City Police Department, on August 28, 
1990, at approximately 3:40 am, a police officer conducted a traffic stop of two vehicles 
after observing both commit an illegal "U-Turn" violation. The officer approached the 
lead vehicle, and made contact with the driver, Raymond Chow, and passenger, Norman 
Hsu. When asked where he was coming from and where his destination was, Chow 
responded he was driving his friend home, who was too inebriated to drive, and that they 
had just left a bar. Upon questioning, Chow was unable to produce the vehicle 
registration and struggled to account for his whereabouts earlier in the day. The officer 
then consulted with his partner, who had made contact with the second rear vehicle. The 
other officer said the driver of the other vehicle was also unable to account for the group's 
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whereabouts. The occupants were identified as Raymond Yeung and Ken Cheung. After 
r unning a DMV record check, the officer learned that neither Chow nor Hsu had any 
outstanding warrants but noticed Hsu was acting strangely. Hsu's head and body were 
twitching, his eyes were wide, and his mouth was opening and closing rapidly. 
Furthermore, the officer believed Hsu was attempting to attract his attention. The officer 
took Hsu over to the side to talk to him privately. After the two left Chow's presence, Hsu 
told the officer, "I'm being kidnapped, those three have been holding me against my will 
in Daly City for twelve hours." Hsu told the officer he had previously been involved in 
real estate dealings with Chow's associate, and now Chow was attempting to collect the 
remaining money Hsu owed. Hsu stated he had filed for bankruptcy, but still owed 
Chow's associate $300,000, while Chow believed the amount to be $1,000,000. 

Hsu told the officer he had arranged to meet Chow the previous day at a convenience 
store, but when he arrived, Raymond Yeung directed him to a private residence on 
Raymond Street in Daly City, California, where he said Chow was waiting for them. 
When Hsu arrived at the residence, he and Chow began arguing over how much money 
he still owed. When Hsu asked to leave, he was told by Chow, "You're not going to walk 
out of this house tonight." Hsu stated he was then detained for the next 12 hours during 
which he was interrogated, continually threatened, and physically assaulted. At one point, 
one of Chow's associates held a lit cigarette an inch from Hsu's eye and said, "You ever 
talk to my big brother like that again, I'll kill you." Later, a screwdriver was placed on the 
table in front of Hsu in an effort to intimidate him. Several times during the kidnapping, 
one of Chow's associates would strike Hsu across the face. Hsu stated he feared for his 
life because he knew of Chow's violent reputation as a debt collector. During the 
kidnapping, Hsu was forced to provide the addresses for both his ex-wife and current 
girlfriend, and also forced to surrender the keys to his personal residence to Chow. 
Throughout the interrogation, Hsu was continually told that he would be killed if he did 
not comply, and that his ex-wife, girlfriend, and children would also be harmed. 

After approximately 12 hours, Hsu was able to convince Chow that due to previous 
threats on his life by another individual (one of Chow's criminal associates), that he had 
to check in with the Foster City Police Department by midnight each night or else the 
police would start searching for him. Hsu told Chow that it was in his best interest to take 
Hsu back so that he could telephone the Foster City Police Department. Although 
skeptical, Chow eventually came to believe the story, and placed Hsu in a vehicle to 
bring him back to Foster City. Chow threatened Hsu, warning that he better not be 
attempting to set him up or try to escape. The illegal U-Turn and traffic stop occurred 
while Chow and Hsu were in route to Hsu's residence in Foster City. Hsu had 
intentionally given Chow incorrect directions in hopes of seeing law enforcement and 
attracting their attention. As the traffic stop had occurred, Hsu said that Chow leaned over 
and said to him , "You better not say anything wrong or you and you're family are going 
to die." Based on Hsu's testimony and surrounding circumstances, the police officer came 
to believe Hsu's story and placed Chow and his associates under arrest for kidnapping. 

Pending Charges 

94. None. 
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Other Arrests 

95. None. 

PART C. OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS 

96. The following information was provided by the defendant during the presentence 
investigation interview. Personal information provided by the defendant was verified by 
his girlfriend, Alicia Lo. A home investigation was conducted on February 9, 2016. 

Personal and Family Data 

97. Raymond Chow, whose true name is Kwok Cheung Chow, was bom on December 31, 
1959, in the British Colony of Hong Kong. The defendant spent his childhood and early 
adolescence in Hong Kong and immigrated to the United States with his parents on 
November 7, 1976, he was 17 years old. His parents felt it would be better for “the 
younger ones” in the United States and they already had relatives living here. He 
commented, “at my age it was hard to accept that.” Since his arrival in the United States 
he has lived in the San Francisco Bay Area. 

98. According to the defendant, no member of his family has a c rimina l history or a history 
of medical problems, mental illness, or substance abuse. Raymond Chow's parents live in 
San Francisco, California. His father, Tim Wah Chow is in his 80s, enjoys good health, 
and is retired. The defendant indicated that his father owned and operated a barber shop 
in Hong Kong, but said that he is unsure how his father earned a living after the family 
emigrated from Hong Kong. Raymond Chow's mother, Yau Sung Quan, is in her 70s, 
enjoys good health, and is retried. The defendant was unsure of his mother's employment 
prior to her retirement. The defendant stated he was never emotionally or sexually abused 
as a child, and never went without basic necessities. He was disciplined by his parents 
with a broomstick, but he noted “that was co mm on there and at that time.” 

99. The defendant explained that he did not know the details of his parents' lives because 
they seldom talked due to their age differences. He indicated that he had moved out of 
their home when he was 14 or 1 5 years old to live alone in Hong Kong prior to coming to 
the United States. He remarked that there were “a lot of troubles” in Hong Kong due to 
the living conditions but added that he stayed away from the troubles. He explained by 
the age of nine, he was already involved in gang activity while in Hong Kong and it was 
also the first time he “cut up” someone and drew blood. He described this as a traumatic 
experience as he noted initially he “freaked out” when he injured this person, but 
eventually became immu ne to that emotion and overcame it as he got older. The 
defendant commented he “grew up too fast in the gang, and missed my childhood.” 

100. The defendant has several brothers, and they are: Wing Chow (deceased), Kwok Leung 
Chow (age 58), and Siuming Chow (age 54). Wing passed away four years ago at the 
age of 56 due to cancer. The defendant commented the loss of his brother was “very 
difficult and I miss him very much.” Kwok resides in Hong Kong, enjoys good health, 
and is employed as a construction worker. Siuming resides in San Francisco, enjoys 
good health, and is employed as a janitor. The defendant acknowledged that although he 
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is confident his family is aware of the instant offense due to news coverage, he does not 
want to sit down and tell them about it because he already caused them enough “grief’ 
during his childhood and past convictions when he would get into trouble. He noted 
“once everything settles down, my girlfriend or I will discuss it with them.” 

101. When he first arrived in the United States, Raymond Chow enrolled in high school. He 
quit attending school after about one month when he had difficulty overcoming the 
language barrier and experienced racial conflict. Instead of going to school, Raymond 
Chow said, he “played around, dated and went to the movies”. The defendant was 18 
years old when he was sent to prison in 1978. He indicated that he married Anna Ma, in 
1980, while an inma te in the California Department of Corrections. The defendant 
advised that the couple separated and were divorced in 1986, wi thin months of his parole 
from prison because she lied to him several times. No children were bom as a result of 
this relationship. 

102. In 1986, Raymond Chow began a relationship with Cindy Szeto. After his second 
imprisonment from May 1987 until April 1988, the defendant and Szeto were married in 
a traditional Chinese ceremony at the Empress of China restaurant in San Francisco on 
July 27, 1990. The marriage was not registered and they separated because the defendant 
was arrested. The couple had no children. 

103. Since 2008, the defendant has been in a relationship with Alicia Lo, which did not result 
in the birth of any children. Ms. Lo is supportive of the defendant as she “believes me 
because she helped me change my life.” The defendant described his relationship with 
Ms. Lo as “very good,” and noted she is “very sad, this was painful, but she is loyal and 
plans to stay.” Ms. Lo runs her own kitchen fixture supply company, and is currently 
prescribed medication to help with stress. She .has a child from a prior relationship, Lola 
Lo (age 12), and the defendant described his relationship with Lola as that of a 
“guardian.” He noted her biological father is still in her life so he does not want her to 
get the father role confused and get in the way of their relationship. Prior to his arrest, he 
would take her to school, support her, and make sure she felt safe. She referred to him as 
“Uncle Ray.” 

104. During an interview with Ms. Lo, she described the defendant as “warm, having an 
amazing spirit and positive outlook, forgiving, trusting, and always trying to help 
people.” She opined that the Government has been “trying to trap [the defendant] and get 
him to do things he did not want to do for five years. It is rude or disrespectful not to 
take monetary gifts in his culture.” She asked the Court to “take a look at what he is 
about and not go by his past, and they would see what an amazing person he is and how 
he turned his life around.” She noted he has “influenced so many people to do positive 
things, and this has made [her] and many others lose hope in the justice system.” She 
would not risk herself or her daughter to be with someone who committed criminal acts. 
She believes in him and knows he will overcome this situation, but feels “the trial was 
not fair and he was set up to fail.” She noted she will “stand by him because very few 
people have that much heart and principal to turn their life around.” 
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105. As corroborated by Ms. Lo, recently, the defendant has volunteered his time with several 
causes, most notably with United Playaz where he enjoys helping at risk youth. He noted 
he does speaking engagements at schools and in the co mm unity telling children w hat not 
to do and to focus on school. He feels due to his past c riminal activity, the children 
respect and understand him better, and he is able to openly discuss their experiences. He 
continuously commented that he did this volunteer work after his prior release from 
prison to fill a need of being useful in the community. Ms. Lo also noted the defendant 
has pacified race wars in the community, helped reintegrate prisoners into society by 
finding them jobs and assistance, and used his influence to help the co mmuni ty 

106. A home inspection was conducted on February 9, 2016, and Ms. Lo was present. Ms. Lo 
owns the two family residence with her father, she owns the top floor, and her father 
owns the first floor. They share the garage and backyard. The garage had Ms. Lo's 
vehicle and storage, she also had her very large dog (mastiff) in her vehicle during the 
visit as he is territorial and can be aggressive ever since the agencies breached the 
residence with guns drawn. Her section of the residence is a two level living area, the 
bottom floor was the kitchen and living area, with an exit to an outdoor porch. The upper 
floor had three bedrooms and two bathrooms, one of the guest bedrooms had an exit to an 
outdoor terrace with entry to a large fenced backyard. She rents out the two extra 
bedrooms to strangers so that she has no mortgage expenses as she is not working. Her 
daughter sleeps with her in her master bedroom. The house was adequately maintain ed 
and furnished. 

107. In regard to the future, the defendant wants to further his education and obtain his GED. 
He would eventually like to publish his book and create a movie and/or video game about 
his life. He wants to show the community how he turned his life from negative to 
positive and build an image in the entertainment community. He also wants to use these 
projects to help and benefit his community, and hire individuals from difficult 
backgrounds that others will not hire. He noted “I wish I was given an opportunity when 
I was young, and I want to give that opportunity to at risk youth now.” 

Physical Condition 

108. The defendant is a 56 year old Asian male who stands five foot five inches tall and 
weighs 170 pounds. He is bald and has brown eyes. He does not have any birthmarks or 
scars. He has several dragon and flame tattoos on his chest and back he obtained while in 
custody, but denied that any of them are gang related. 

109. Since childhood, the defendant has suffered from asthma attacks and shortness of breath. 
He uses an inhaler when needed, but has not needed to use one for at least three months. 
The defendant has suffered from back arthritis “for a long time,” but never got treatment 
for the ailment. Whenever he feels pain, he takes over the counter Tylenol. No 
verification of these ailments were received 

110. In 2013, as corroborated by Ms. Lo, the defendant suffered heart failure and was treated 
at the San Francisco General Hospital for approximately three days where they also 
found a blood clot in his heart. He noted he was not a candidate for surgery and instead, 
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he takes several prescription medications to maintain his heart health; however, he could 
not recall the name of the medications. Records were requested from the hospital, but a 
response was not received. 

111. In 2014, while in custody, the defendant learned he had diabetes, and he takes a daily 
prescription he could not recall the name of for this ailment. In 2014, while in custody, 
the defendant received surgery to place a tube into his right ear to drain the fluid. He 
noted he was diagnosed with an ailment of which he could not recall the name, and that 
they want to do a second surgery to repair part of his ear soon. The defendant noted he 
takes “four pills” in the morning and “five pills” in the afternoon, all of which he could 
not recall the names. He explained they are blood thinners, heart medication, diabetes 
control, and to help with his high cholesterol. Records were requested from the jail, but a 
response was not received. 

Mental and Emotional Health 

112. In 2003, the defendant was referred to a psychologist by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigations (FBI) after he testified at a prior trial because he had a nervous breakdown 
and was fearful of retaliation for his testimony. He was unable to remember the name of 
this doctor but noted he saw her approximately once per week for six months, and she 
gave him “a sample of Ambien” because he could not sleep. He felt the Ambien helped 
him catch up on sleep, but did not see the benefit to continuing the therapy and 
discontinued it. 

113. The defendant explained his breakdown was due to his enemies having a “hit” out on 
him, and he was receiving threats from them. He stated while out in public he made the 
“illusion to my enemies” that he was still powerful, but in reality, he reportedly was not 
doing any criminal activity. He used that image he created to protect himself, not to 
break the law. 

114. Currently, the defendant meditates several times per day to help cope with stress and 
anxiety. The meditation helps him “immensely,” and he is able to think more clearly and 
recognized the “reality that I am dealing with.” 

Substance Abuse 

115. The defendant commented that he has “pretty much tried every drug at least once in the 
80s and 90s.” He began consuming alcohol when he was approximately nine years old 
and last drank it in 2013. He does not feel he has a problem with alcohol and only 
consumed it “socially.” 

116. The defendant smoked marijuana while at parties starting when he was 16 years old until 
the 1990s. He snorted cocaine “occasionally” at clubs from the 1980s until his arrest for 
the instant offense. He tried methamphetamine once “a long time ago.” He used heroin 
from the age of 13 until the 1990s while in custody and at parties. He also tried LSD and 
ingested Quaaludes “a few times” in the 1980s and 1990s. 
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117. The defendant does not feel his drug use affected or caused him any problems, and he has 
never been treated for any substance abuse problem. He does not feel substance abuse 
treatment would be beneficial as he does not feel he has a problem with any drug. 

Educational. Vocational and Special Skills 

118. The defendant was placed in the eleventh grade at Galileo High School in San Francisco 
when he emigrated from Hong Kong. He quit school after one month and never returned 
due to the language barrier and racial tension. He estimated that his mathematics skills 
are high school level but that his English reading and writing skills are third or fourth 
grade level. He can read Cantonese, but has limited writing skill in his native language. 
He has also learned a little of the Mandarin dialect while he has been in custody. The 
presentence interview was conducted with the assistance of an interpreter. The defendant 
has enrolled in educational programs during previous prison terms. Records were 
requested from this school, but a response was not received. 

119. The defendant is fluent in Cantonese and has a near fluent understanding of the En g li sh 
language. The interview was conducted with the assistance of an interpreter. The 
defendant studied Kung Fu and Shoa Lin until approximately 2003, and does not have 
any weapons or firearms training. He does not have any specialized skills or professional 
licenses. 


Employment Record 


Start 

End 


Gross/Other Hours/ 

Date 

Date 

Employer 

Monthly Income Week 

120. 2005 

2014 

Unemployed 

N/A Not applicable 


The defendant was unemployed and financially supported by friends and family. He 
has been incarcerated since March 26, 2014. 

121. 2004 2005 Real Estate Varied Part-time 

Company 

Oakland, California 

The defendant was employed as a realtor's assistant and only worked on commission so 
his income varied. He was asked to work at this office because all die contacts he had 
in the community were beneficial to the realtor. He was unable to recall the name of 
this company, and he left this position due to his arrest for the instant offense. 
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122. 1991 1993 MAC Enterprises Varied Full-time 

San Francisco, 

California 

The defendant was the owner and operator of this business along with Anna Ma. 
According to a prior PSR, this business was located at the same address as Ma's Video, 
a business run by Anna Ma and Corey Shing who were the defendant's co-defendants 
in his prior federal case. According to the prior PSR, the Government declared that the 
Ma's Video business and the address were a front for cocaine trafficking, that cocaine 
was seized from the premises and wiretap conversations between Chow and Shing 
discussed "coke and sharkfin" when neither Coca Cola nor sharkfins were found at the 
site. As this business no longer exists, the employment could not be verified. 

123. 1988 1988 Safeway Minimum wage Part-time 

Supermarket 
Daly City, 

California 

The defendant was employed as a bag boy and earned minimu m wage. He left this 
employment because police officers at the time told his supervisor of his involvement 
in a gang and harassed him on the job. Records were requested from this employer, 
but a response was not received. 

124. 1988 1988 Arnold Laub Law $3,000.00 Part-time 

Firm 

San Francisco, 

California 

The defendant was employed as a body guard and earned $3,000 per month. He left 
this position because the police harassed his employer and told them they could not 
employ a gang member at a law firm. Records were requested from this employer, but 
a response was not received. 


Financial Condition; Ability to Pav 

125. In a signed declaration, the defendant reported having the following assets and liabilities. 
Further details were obtained from financial reports. 

Assets 


Vehicle 

Residence 

Total Assets 


1996 Toyota Camry $1,300.00 

48 Exeter St, San Francisco $706,874.00 

(Zillow Estimate) 
$708,174.00 
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Liabilities 


Other Liability Type Loan to Pay for Book 

Other Liability Type Money given to him by 

agents he intends to pay 
back 


Total Liabilities 
Total Net Worth 


$50,000.00 

$60,000.00 


$ 110,000 

$598,174.00 


Analysis 

126. The defendant has a positive net worth and is represented by a retained attorney. 
Furthermore, the defendant neglected to mention the residence noted above that was 
located in public records. Based on these factors, it appears that he will be able to satisfy 
payment of a fine. 


PART D. SENTENCING OPTIONS 

127. Pursuant to United States v. Booker, 125 S.Ct. 738 (2005), the Court should consider the 
following guideline provisions to be advisory. 

Custody 

128. Statutory Provisions: The maximum term of imprisonment on Count 1 is life. 18 U.S.C. 
§ 1962(d). This offense is a Class A felony. 18 U.S.C. § 3559(a)(1). The minim um term 
of imprisonment on Count 2 is life. 18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(1). This offense is a Class A 
felony. 18 U.S.C. § 3559(a)(1). The maximum term of imprisonment on Count 3 is 10 
years. 18 U.S.C. § 1959(a)(5). This offense is a Class C felony. 18 U.S.C. § 3559(a)(3). 
The maximum term of imprisonment on Count 4-133, 139-162 is 20 years. 18 U.S.C. § 
1956. This offense is a Class C felony. 18 U.S.C. § 3559(a)(3). The maximum term of 
imprisonment on Count 134-138 is five years. 18 U.S.C. § 371. This offense is a Class D 
felony. 18 U.S.C. § 3559(a)(4). 

129. The term of imprisonment on Count 2 must be imposed consecutively to any other 
counts. 

130. Guideline Provisions: Based upon a total offense level of 43 and a criminal history 
category of II the guideline imprisonment range is life. Because the guideline range falls 
into Zone D of the Sentencing Table, the minimum term must be satisfied by a sentence 
of imprisonment. USSG §5Cl.l(f). 
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Supervised Release 

131. Statutory Provisions: The Court may impose a term of supervised release of not more 
than five years on Count 1 . The Court may impose a term of supervised release of not 
more than three years on Counts 3 through 162. 18 U.S.C. § 3583(b)(1). The court shall 
order, as an explicit condition of supervised release, that the defendant not commit 
another Federal, State or local crime during the term of supervision and that the 
defendant not unlawfully possess a controlled substance. The court shall also order, as an 
explicit condition of supervised release, that the defendant refrain from any unlawful use 
of a controlled substance and submit to a drug test within 15 days of release to 
supervision and 2 periodic drug tests thereafter for use of a controlled substance, pursuant 
to United States v. Antonio D. Stephens, 424 F. 3d 876 (9th Cir. 2005). The court shall 
order as an explicit condition of supervised release, that the defendant cooperate in the 
collection of a DNA sample from the defendant, if the collection of such sample is 
authorized pursuant to the revised DNA collection requirements under the Justice for All 
Act of 2004. The court may further order any other condition it deems appropriate. 18 
U.S.C. § 3583(d). 

132. Multiple terms of supervised release shall run concurrently. 18 U.S.C. § 3624(e). 

133. Guideline Provisions: Since the offense for Counts 1 and 2 are Class A Felonies, the 
guideline range for a term of supervised release is 2 years to 5 years. Since the offense for 
Counts 3-133 and 139-162 are Class C Felonies, the guideline range for a term of 
supervised release is 1 year to 3 years. Since the offense for Counts 134-138 are Class D 
Felonies, the guideline range for a term of supervised release is 1 year to 3 years per 
count. USSG §5D1. 2(a)(2). The court ordinarily should not impose a term of supervised 
release in a case in which supervised release is not required by statute and the defendant 
is a deportable alien who likely will be deported after imprisonment. USSG §5D 1.1(c). 
The court shall order, as an explicit condition of supervised release, that the defendant not 
commit another Federal, State or local crime during the term of supervision and that the 
defendant not unlawfully possess a controlled substance. The court shall also order, as an 
explicit condition of supervised release, that the defendant refrain from any unlawful use 
of a controlled substance and submit to a drug test within 15 days of release to 
supervision and 2 periodic drug tests thereafter for use of a controlled substance, pursuant 
to United States v. Antonio D. Stephens, 424 F. 3d 876 (9th Cir. 2005). The court shall 
order as an explicit condition of supervised release, that the defendant cooperate in the 
collection of a DNA sample from the defendant, if the collection of such sample is 
authorized pursuant to the revised DNA collection requirements under the Justice for All 
Act of 2004. The court may further order any other condition it deems appropriate. 18 
U.S.C. § 3583(d) 

Probation 

134. Statutory Provisions: Counts 1 and 2: The defendant is ineligible for probation because 
the offense is a Class A Felony. 18 U.S.C. § 3561(a)(1). Counts 3-133 and 139-162: The 
defendant is eligible for not less than one nor more than five years probation because the 
offense is a Class C Felony. Counts 134-138: The defendant is eligible for not less than 
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one nor more than five years probation per count because each count is a Class D Felony. 
18 U.S.C. § 3561(c)(1). One of the following must be imposed as a condition of 
probation unless extraordinary circumstances exist: a fine, restitution, or co mmuni ty 
service. 18 USC § 3563(a)(2). 

135. Multiple terms of probation shall run concurrently. 18 U.S.C. § 3564(b). 

136. Guideline Provisions: Counts 1 and 2: The defendant is ineligible for probation because 
the offense is a Class A Felony. USSG §5B1. 1(b)(1). Since the applicable guideline range 
is in Zone D of the Sentencing Table, the defendant is ineligible for probation. USSG 
§5B1.1, comment.(n.2). 

Fines 


137. Statutory Provisions: Counts 1-162: The maximum fme is $250,000 per count. 18 
U.S.C. § 3571(b). 

9 

138. Counts 1-162: A special assessment of $16,200 is mandatory. 18 U.S.C. § 3013. 


139. Guideline Provisions: The fine range for this offense is $50,000 to $500,000 or twice the 
value of the property laundered. If the defendant is convicted under a statute autho rizing 
(A) a maximum fme greater than $250,000, or (B) a fine for each day of violation, the 
Court may impose a fine up to the ma ximum authorized by the statute. USSG 
§§5E1. 2(c)(4) and 5E1. 2(h)(1). 

140. Costs of prosecution shall be imposed on the defendant as required by statute. USSG 
5E1.5. In determining whether to impose a fine and the amount of such fine, the Court 
shall consider, among other factors, the expected costs to the government of any term of 
probation, or term of imprisonment and term of supervised release imposed. USSG 
5E1. 2(d)(7) and 18 U.S.C. 3572(a)(6). These costs may include drug and alcohol 
treatment, electronic monitoring, and/or contract confinement costs. The most recent 
advisory from the Administrative Office of the United States Courts, dated June 16, 2015, 
provides the following monthly cost data: 


Daily 

Monthly 

Annually 


Bureau of 
Prisons Facilities 

$84.00 

$2,552.00 

$30,621.00 


Community 
Correction Centers 

$79.00 

$2,417.00 

$28,999.00 


Supervision bv 
Probation Officer 

$ 11.00 

$326.00 

$3,909.00 


Restitution 


141 . Statutory Provisions: Restitution is not applicable in this case. 18 U.S.C. § 3663. 

142. Guideline Provisions: Restitution is not applicable in this case. 
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Forfeiture 


143. Statutory Provisions: The Court, in imposing sentence on a person convicted in 
violation of section 1956, 1957, or 1960 of this title, shall order that the person forfeit to 
the United States any property, real or personal, involved in such offense, or any property 
traceable to such property. 18 U.S.C. § 982(a)(1). 

144. Guideline Provisions: Forfeiture is to be imposed upon a convicted defendant as 
provided by statute. USSG § 5E1.4. 

Denial of Federal Benefits 

145. Statutory Provisions: At the discretion of the Court, the defendant, having been 
convicted of a first drag distribution offense, shall be ineligible for any or all federal 
benefits for up to five years after such conviction. 21 U.S.C. § 862(a)(1)(A). 

146. Guideline Provisions: The Court, pursuant to 21 U.S.C. § 862, may deny the eligibility 
for certain federal benefits of any individual convicted of distribution or possession of a 
controlled substance. USSG §5F1.6. 


PART E. FACTORS THAT MAY WARRANT DEPARTURE 

147. Presentation of information in this section does not necessarily constitute a 
recommendation by the probation officer for a departure. 

148. The defendant has several convictions that do not count due to cr iminal history 
applicability rales that are similar to the instant offense. If it were not due to these 
applicability rales, the defendant would be categorized as a career offender. Per USSG 
§4A1.3, “If reliable information indicates that the defendant's criminal history category 
substantially under-represents the seriousness of the defendant's c riminal history or the 
likelihood that the defendant will commit other crimes, an upward departure may be 
warranted.” 


PART F. FACTORS THAT MAY WARRANT A SENTENCE OUTSIDE OF THE 
ADVISORY GUIDELINE SYSTEM 

149. Presentation of information in this section does not necessarily constitute a 
recommendation by the probation officer for a sentence outside the applicable advisory 
guideline range. 

150. The defendant had a difficult upbringing in China and the United States, and was raised 
under impoverished circumstances. A downward variance may be considered due to the 
history and characteristics of the defendant. 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(1). 
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151. The defendant has a serious heart ailment. A downward variance may be considered due 
to the need to provide the defendant with adequate medical care. 18 U.S.C. § 
3553(a)(1)(D). 


Respectfully Submitted, 

Yador J. Harrell 

Chief U.S. Probation Officer 



U.S. Probation Officer Specialist 


Approved: 



Christina Carrubba 
Supervisory U.S. Probation Officer 
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